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DETAILED ACTION 
Notice of Amendment 

In response to the amendment filed on February 13, 2006, amended claims 1, 
15, 22, 24-25 and 29 and new claims 44 are acknowledged. The current rejections of 
the claims are withdrawn. The following new grounds of rejection are set forth: 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1-5, 12-16, 20-21, 23-25, 33 and 37-41 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(a) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 6,585,642 to Christopher. 

In regards to claim 1, Christopher discloses a flexible tube endoscope 
comprising a flexible elongate insertion shaft 30, said insertion shaft being formed along 
an outer surface with at least one longitudinally extending channel 35 having a first 
transverse dimension or diameter, said channel having a longitudinally extending slot 
through said outer surface said slot having a second transverse dimension or width, 
said second transverse dimension or width being smaller than said first transverse 
dimension or diameter (see Figs. 1 and 4). 

In regards to claims 2-4, 13-14, 23, 25 and 37-38, Christopher discloses a 
flexible tube endoscope, further comprising a closure member 77 removably connected 
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to said insertion shaft to close said slot and wherein said closure member is an 
endoscope sheath circumferentially surrounding said insertion shaft (see Col. 7, Lines 
18-24). 

In regards to claims 5, 12 and 33, Christopher discloses a flexible tube 
endoscope, further comprising a catheter 40 removably disposed in said channel (see 
Figs. 1 and 4). 

In regards to claims 15 and 39, Christopher discloses a flexible tube 
endoscope, wherein the catheter is held in the channel in a snap lock fit (see Fig. 4). 

In regards to claims 16 and 40, Christopher discloses a flexible tube 
endoscope, wherein the catheter is provided at a proximal end with connectors for 
coupling the catheter to a source of irrigation fluid and a source of suction (see Fig. 3 
and Col. 5, Lines 1-35). 

In regards to claims 20 and 41, Christopher discloses a flexible tube 
endoscope, wherein the channel extends from a proximal end portion of the insertion 
shaft to a distal tip thereof (see Fig. 1). 

In regards to claims 21 and 24, Christopher discloses a flexible tube 
endoscope, wherein the channel has a mostly circular cross-section divded by the slot, 
the channel being defined by a surface of the insertion member having a C-shaped 
cross-section (see Fig. 4). 

Claim 44 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent 
No. 5,938,586 to Wilk et al. 
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In regards to claim 44, Wilk et al. disclose an endoscope accessory comprising: 
a sheath disposed around an endoscope insertion member and connectable thereto 
in the absence of an end cap attachable to a distal end of the endoscope insertion 
member; and a tubular channel member disposed along and connected to all inner 
surface of the sheath (see Col. 6, Lines 21-26 and Fig. 5). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 6, 8-9, 17-19, 29, 32 and 34-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 6,585,642 to Christopher in view of U.S. 
Patent No. 5,257,617 to Takahashi. 

In regards to claims 6, 8-9, 17-19, 29, 32 and 34-36 Christopher discloses a 
flexible tube endoscope comprising a flexible elongate insertion shaft 30, said insertion 
shaft being formed along an outer surface with at least one longitudinally extending 
channel 35 having a first transverse dimension or diameter, said channel having a 
longitudinally extending slot through said outer surface said slot having a second 
transverse dimension or width, said second transverse dimension or width being smaller 
than said first transverse dimension or diameter (see Figs. 1 and 4) but is silent with 
respect to wherein the catheter is fastened to the sheath. Takahashi teaches of an 
analogous endoscopic apparatus having a sheath 20 and a channel tube 30, wherein 
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the channel tube 30 is rigidly secured to the distal end cover 22 (see Col. 3, Lines 30- 
65). Furthermore, Takahashi provides grooves wherein the insertions shaft is inserted 
into the grooves to removably attach the sheath to the insertion shaft (see Figs. 1-3a). 
It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made 
to fastener the catheter to the sheath in the device of Christopher to provide a more 
secure fitting between the sheath and the catheter as taught by Takahashi. 

Claims 7 andJg-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over U.S. Patent No. 6,585,642 to Christopher in view of U.S. Patent No. 4,866,049 to 
Darras. 

In regards to claims 7 and 26-28, Christopher discloses a flexible tube 
endoscope comprising a flexible elongate insertion shaft 30, said insertion shaft being 
formed along an outer surface with at least one longitudinally extending channel 35 
having a first transverse dimension or diameter, said channel having a longitudinally 
extending slot through said outer surface said slot having a second transverse 
dimension or width, said second transverse dimension or width being smaller than said 
first transverse dimension or diameter (see Figs. 1 and 4) but is silent with respect to 
wherein the sheath is provided with an adhesive. Darras teaches of an analogous 
endoscopic apparatus wherein an adhesive is applied to the interior surface 18 in the 
area of end 16. The adhesive would have sufficient adhesive power to hold the cover in 
place during use (see CoL 4, Lines 1-14). It would have been obvious to one skilled in 
the art at the time the invention was made to fastener provide an adhesive closure in 
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the device of Christopher to provide an alternate means for securely closing the sheath 
as taught by Darras. 

Claims 10-11 and 30-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 6,585,642 to Christopher in view of U.S. Patent No. 
5,817,015 to Adair. 

In regard to claims 10-11 and 30-31, Christopher discloses a flexible tube 
endoscope comprising a flexible elongate insertion shaft 30, said insertion shaft being 
formed along an outer surface with at least one longitudinally extending channel 35 
having a first transverse dimension or diameter, said channel having a longitudinally 
extending slot through said outer surface said slot having a second transverse 
dimension or width, said second transverse dimension or width being smaller than said 
first transverse dimension or diameter (see Figs. 1 and 4) but is silent with respect to an 
entrainment member. Adair teaches an endoscope 200 having a sheath 202 with a pull 
tab 218 for assisting in placing the sheath 202 over the endoscope (see col. 7, lines 34- 
60). Adair thus demonstrates that providing a sheath with a pull tab for assisting in its 
placement and removal is well known in the art. Accordingly, it would have been 
obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to provide 
the sheath of Christopher with the pull tab 218 disclosed by Adair, as a means to assist 
in the placement and removal of the sheath 202. 

Claims 22 and 43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over U.S. Patent No. 6,585,642 to Christopher. 
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In regard to claims 22 and 43, Christopher discloses a flexible tube endoscope 
comprising a flexible elongate insertion shaft 30, said insertion shaft being formed along 
an outer surface with at least one longitudinally extending channel 35 having a first 
transverse dimension or diameter, said channel having a longitudinally extending slot 
through said outer surface said slot having a second transverse dimension or width, 
said second transverse dimension or width being smaller than said first transverse 
dimension or diameter (see Figs. 1 and 4) but is silent with respect to wherein the 
channel is one of a plurality of channels formed along the outer surface of the insertion 
shaft. It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was 
made to include a plurality of channels, since it has been held that mere duplication of 
essential working parts of a device involves only routine skill in the art. St Regis Paper 
Co. v. Bemis., 193 USPQ 8. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-44 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Matthew J. Kasztejna whose telephone number is (571) 
272-6086. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri, 8:30-6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Linda CM. Dvorak can be reached on (571) 272-4764. The fax phone 
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number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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